Charles it, Jabcock^ nevjsrooci 
Washiiiijton i^ost 
tt50 lb St,, m 
Washirufton, D,C, 2QU71 

liear Kr, Babcock, 

I do not presunK^ that yoar interest is much ^rreater than is requii'ed by a review, 
or titat Ck^orga Lardner's does [I'm sentiing him a copy of tlds letter), but becaaJe you 
report on intelligence matters X write you about two sentences in your review and to 
tell you a story tJiat I think is relevtint. 

the research is com^Jlini;, backed up hy devastating ou-the-rccord quotes 
from more than ^ former intelligence officers" and *lle could have addressed whetJier any 
of the spy hunter’s loachinations mattered,** 

I believe tliese two aeiitences are related in ways not easily perceived by any review- 
er byt am lead to wliAt I regard as a hell of a story* 

klso, I*m surprised tliat in your tJtinking, for vihich I*m aware you may not have had 

fj 

much time, you did not woder how it is tliat soioe 3iJ former intolligenco officers would 
dare ji^peak so freely, without worry about tlieir employment contracts* 

VBien Mangold was first getting started on his bool: he phoned me from London witli 
vjhat ^rhaps incorrectly I felt was som excitement* He asked me if 1 would 
him with wltat he described as a biograp^ of Juigloton, I told him I would. 

Before carrying this farthar, you noted that what began as a biograpl^y evolved into 
something else* Something similar happened with a book by one of l^iangold's sources, lid 
Epstein* His book that apiieared as "Legend" did not begin that way from tile ads in fub*^ 
lisher's V/eekly* It changed radically al'ter Angleton stated **hek]:>ing" him, 

Mangold told me he wanted me to know witere he is coroing from, so he was sending me 
three books he*d written. I told him that was not necessary but hu inis ted he wanted to, 
isSSk He also told ne that he*d be here soon and would look me up, 

I began iLUitediately to collect for liim copies of wJiat .1 believed lie * d find useful 

and to segrogat© FQIa records too voluminous for me to copy for him* Time passed and I 
got no books and hoard nothing from him. So, I wrote and explained th^t I*m aging, on-- 
well and did not went to wai^te any of wiiat tisae I have left and would like to know whe- 
ther ha wanted the iielp ht^’d asked for* I got no reply and finally, cramped as my working 
space is, put wliat I’d copied for him away and filed the FOX a records, I did wonder why 
his beliavior wa^;, from uy experience with them, unlike my experiences with a number of 
other British reporters, iUid, of course, whl" he wanted the help he knew I could provide 
and then fell silent, 

Mn reading his book X no longer wondered* soon os I finished the book 1 wrote him* 

I do not expect an answer but until he has had time to respond I tliink it -ould be unfair 

to send you a coiy, I do tell you, tiowevo?', that I addressed Injs as "Faust", 




7b27 Old Receiver Road 
Frederick, lid* 2l7Qt 

7/7/91 



Because ^ }iave special interests oi' wliich ^eor^ is aware I read such books critically 
and annotate tlico, sometin<-g:|f for a Jii story professor^ vho is a friend and asks it of me, 
i*m doiiii^ that now, for exanple, VJith lieschloss* remarkabl]? dishonejf"l1|j^o Crisis fciirs," 
Vdiat your review does not reflect your perceivin^j - and please do not tike tMs as 
criticism because have no such intent - is that the planned biography evolved into the 
serving of a special interest, as tipstein s book also did* Epstein's served Jibgleton's 
interest* I presume tlds was not los* on tlie Cl4. As tiangold's book appeared it is as 
much an exculj^ation of tJuj C._A as an institution as is possible* 

Even v/hen from time to tii^e lie aupeiars to be critical of Helms, he falls far short 
of including what is relevant and is in the public dc^:iain about jielms* lliere is a con- 
sidei^able volume of wliat is not gt^ne rally know/4bout -^^Iras tmt ho could easily have got- 
ten and not from me alone* 

*^^liis t?ets to whether Ajii'le ton’s laiachinaticns could have mattered* helms was involved 
in some that are of special interest to me, 

I do not remember liangold’s exact words but he wrote that Hosenko had told the EBI 
that the KCiB did not suspect Os wald as a "sleeper" agent* ^he exact opixjsite is the truth, 
kangold cites \iarren Commission 651 and the HBCa’s record, does not cite wliat his 
assistant Coldberg at least loiew about, r-iy publication in 1975 of wliat koaenko Md actually 
said about this and more about Oswald tliat tlangold omits: tliat he was openly anti-Soviet 
in the UIjSH, Vfhat Oswald’s political beliefs roallj were 1 picked up froLi what the 'commis- 
sion and tlie EBI chose to ignore, I quote his writings in my first book. He r of erred to 
the Sioviets as fat, stinking politicians and to tlie DS CP as betrayers of the working 
class, Uith regard to both of t^iese matters I call to your at^.ention tJiat when the CIA 
finally gave Kosenko a fair and unprt^j udiced polygraph it concluded tliat lie had told the 



truth about Oswald* 

Under Angle ton, l.-^rgely as 1 recall by Kocca and when needed strongly fortified by 

f^oT iH 

flelms in person, the ClA pressured tho '^oiai^ission ^ to take the secret^ testinon;^^ Hosenko 
offered, on the groLm<l lus bona fides had not been estai>lishod, 7hat wsk the judgement 
the Cormiiasion should have made but with some secret pressure, reflected in the executive 
session tr^mscripts X iiave from Ford in /particular, it decided to abdicate to the CIA 
and it even omitted Kosenkijs published idontifi cation from its iieport, 

Vliove is nuch tfiat relates to thi^ for which I do not take your time* But I do call 
to your attention that iiagold has to hta-ve kr^own, aii Jeff Goldberg did know, tliat I’d 
publir>hed six books on the Jl’lC assassijiation and havti about a quarter of a million pages 
of formerly withheld records gotten by a serier> of i^lA suits, that iiangold did phone me 
and ask for help, that ^oidberg luid Ikngold’s lawyer know me, iind tliat he never asked for 
any tiling from me or for access to these records. Including those on Kosenko. 



The Cotaiaiasi^n’3 secon.i panic - first was FBI le, kin^; that -^oxed it in - yns 
what Ford duacribed as a "dirty rujior" w:.tliout an^ invaati^^ation , tliat Oav-iald liad had some 
kind of ijovo nnent oojmection* I j>fblished two of the e::ecutive session tamacrlpts on 
thin, tlw first t wliich they decided to destroy and overlooked the atonotypista tapo 
had to hiiva trtuiscribed for Eie^ ]/Al/04f in Post iiortem be^jiimin^j; on 475 and the 
second tlio subject of liJhitewaah tf and printed in facsimile iiwit. 




s in it.. 

^ 

it ; Is relevant parti-* 



i-'oiieold ropor^ that tlie (JIa helieved dis^jatched to diainfom 

on tho JlflC assassination, so tliat the idJB \(ould not be auaiseoted. Superficially this ap- 
pears to be legLtiiDate but to anyone wit)L iaiowledae of tlie available inforiaation, it has 
no validity at all. VJhat would be tlie official conclusions were leaked beginnint; with 
pubUcation 12/2/63 and the whole world knew, including ttie KGB. *iud, of course, the Glk, 

At two points, without reporting the subject matter of the* 1?0IA lawsuit, Mangold has 
fioteo quoting what the CZa's ^aw^^Briggs attested. It was ay suit for the Nosenko 
transcript, l-iangold omits, and I think it is not unfair to say suppresses, what gri^^ 
also attested to, that tlie Ifosn^o transt^ript had to be kept secret because Kosenko’s 
troataent tha 01k was so wonderfiul that the CIa expected it to attract additional de- 
fectors 1 have cited tliat affidavit without having read tliia, in it, 

There is more in the disclosed and ai^lable OlA records tliat^ 
cular the questions it proposed that State address to tlie government of the USSIt. They were 
so outrageous State had a fit. They were assured to offend. They also resulted in the U.S. 
government failing to request what it know from Ifesenko did exits, tiie IklB's records on 
Oswald in the ItiSH.This includes their suspicion tliat he was soiie kind of U.S. agent, was 
anti-Soviet openly, possibly why they suspected him and what would I am confident gives 
the lie to another seeningly reasonable Gi,, reason for not trusting Kosenko, tliat he said 
the KGB did not interview Oswald. It didn’t but the l-IVli did. iLoreover, it got all it 

Intourist guide, confirmed in effect by a later defector who was trussed: 
the^did not trust Oswald and considered him more or less flakey. 

With folitsyn so important a figure in *4ingold's book and joigleton, of course, ^‘angold 
also, does not mention the instant analysis of the JiT assassination by an unidentified KGB 
defector, clearly Golitsyn^a:^ utterly irrational and extremely inflamatoiy. 

bo, wliile what the nan I regard as Taust tlid xmblish is iuportant information, 1 think 
it can be compared with^olby and the family jewels, as sei-vlnj -he lj13«'s interest to have 
the air seem to be cleared when it wasn't. 

The net effect is to hold the dead abgleton alone resxionsible for the institutional 

M an If if 

misconduct'. Hiy book is as close an approxir.iation of exculpation of the institution as I 
think is possible. 

Also missing, considering tlie influence Angleton had, is that fact that as I learned 
when I was in ttiS, one of our greater intelligence failures was of wliat angleton was in 



chartre of, cooiitorintel^^ce in Haly. It was so thorouchly penotrated tlie Uasis piokod 
up teai .1 after toai:i when yot behThd iiazi lines, iiuoh records passed tlirough uy bmds. 

I do not 3u*£;ost tliat it lias oenrdni: but I do not rcc.all tliat in reporting i^^ieton'a 
friendship with h-ara t'ound, in Italy when .ourleton w'Jrbtcauso he'd noved there, -unsold 
refereed to tJie Uci tiiat ?ound was friendly with the fascists and approved then mid as I 
recall encased in anti-U.a, propaganda for then during World War II. 'fhera was sone con- 
sideratickii of chargin^j Jiiia a traitor* 



I lind It at the least provocative that not just iuigleton and !iis staff but the CIA 
to the top bent such effort to keep the Warren Coniuission fron listening to Wosenko and 
succeeded after the Commissi wi knew wliat he would say, that none of tJiose records were 
printed in the 10,000,0CX) words tlje Connisaion did print -not even a hint tliat they eiiisted 
Slid 'tlmt iiLktially thoy all witiiliold at tho Archliroa* 



I also find it interest^.i:^tliat in liia treatment of Oswald Mungo Jd makes no reference 
to the fact that {|elias adnitted;, that the Cla had a considerable volume of pre-assassina- 
tion records on Oswald tliat has^ just liapi>ened to disappear without a trace. 

And, of course, tliat ii still has not complied with ny 1975 request for its Wiiko 
iaforiiation, repeated several times. Apjiarently at tlie CIa's bidding Jfe) 

until It started disclosing them to someone who was known to follow wliat I refer to as the 
party line on IJosejiko. I then got copies of only what was disclosed to liim. ^t liiade a loic- 

tal:e once and addressed me ladng his name. 

T*. I 

If WM?e were writing the book I'^angold wrote and had none of rhe complications I be- 
lieve he had I*d liave found those records to be exceptionally important, i'ron tlie first 
and with a series of never reasonable explanations people in the CJiA were determined to 
prevent Kosenko's defection when Ms position and what he could know about Oswald was 
known, lie was in tho right place to know and of a rank that made it likely. 

In any event, I tliink that liangold's sudden lack ol’ interest in havirw; access to what 
he had to laiow I have when he phoned me is explained by Ms book: lie preferred other sources 



he would not hive had if he had had any relationsMp with tae. 

iMn gets back to how those 50 dared speak to him without fear of violating tlieir CIA 
employment contract that it has so often sued to enforce. 



Sin< 5 ,eroly, 

^ J 






Harold V/eisberg^-^ 



